Recently H.C. RAVEN (1935) made an attempt to prove that WALLACE'S line is an important zoogeographical boundary as far as the distribution of the Indo-Australian mammals is concerned, and that VAN KAMPEN ( I gOg, p. 13; 191i, p. 544 ) greatly underestimated the significance and the value of this line when he wrote: ".... it becomes evident that such a sharp boundary as Wallace drew does not exist. Not only is there none where he drew it, but no such line exists anywhere in the archipelago" I) . It is important to note that VAN KAMPEN (1909, p. 13; Ig I I, p. 544-545) left open the possibility of such a line being drawn to bound the distribution of some single group, for he also wrote: "Of course it is possible 2) to draw a line which apparently bounds the distribution of some single group .... But taking the fauna as a whole it is quite certain that no line may be drawn; but, rather, we may lay out a transition zone in which the fauna of India and that of Australia are mingled, and wherein from the west to the cast the Australian components increase more and more in number;
and on the other hand the Indian tend to die out" 3). To prove that the views expressed by VAN KAM-PEN are wrong it is, therefore, necessary to show that WALLACE'S line forms the boundary for the fauna taken as a whole, and not for a single group only, even though this group is one of those used by VAN KAMPEN. But even in proving that WALLACE'S line is an important boundary for the distribution of IndoAustralian mammals RAVEN has not completely succeeded. For zoogeographical studies of this nature it is necessary to have a complete checklist of all the mammals existing in the region under consideration, and the exact distribution of each of the forms must be known.
Such a list must be based on a critical study of the all the genera and species involved. As a look at recent publications will show the classification and nomenclature of the Indo-Australian mammals are still so unstable, that it is almost impossible to prepare such a list. It is, therefore, greatly to be appreciated that RAVEN ( 1 93 5 , pp. 208-265) undertook the difficult task of making a list of the mammals of the Indo-Australian and Australian regions. Considering the enormous amount of literature which the author had to study it is not to be wondered that this list, which is the first of its kind, contains a number of errors. As we may expect that this list for long years will be used as the base for further studies, it may be useful to point to some errors which chiefly refer to genera and species in which I have been interested for some time. 
